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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- tf NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 April 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 59. 60, 63-66. 68-70. 72-76 and 78-83 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [x] Claim(s) 59.60.63-66.68-70.72-76 and 78-83 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 59-60, 63-66, 68-70, 72-76, 78-83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Jones et al. (US 2004/0254863). 

Jones et al. disclose, inherently teach, or make obvious an automated (0010) 
computer implemented method for ordering and tracking components (see for example 
paragraphs 0003, 0005, 0010, 0011, 0029) required to assemble an asset, the method 
comprising: creating an asset record (for example 0034) where the asset is comprised 
of a plurality of components (0003), creating a purchase order for the components of the 
asset (0010, 0045, 0052, 0054, 0055), storing purchase order information and 
associated asset record in a management database (0029, 0034, 0045, 0054), updating 
the asset record when changes occur (0057), determining whether all components 
required for assembling the asset have been received (for example 0010), transmitting 
purchase orders to a vendor (0067), use of templates (0044), the asset record having 
. physical descriptions (0054), the asset having an unique ID (0047, 0056). 

Jones et al. lack the teaching of the step of updating the asset record being 
automatic without human intervention. 
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It would have been an obvious design choice to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Jones et al. to automate (without human intervention) 
the updating step, as it is well known in business that automating a process and 
eliminating human intervention is often cost effective and may increase reliability. 

Re claim 65, Jones et al. lack the teaching of container including the component 
having a code with information on the purchase order of the component. It is well 
known in the shipping industry to place a label with a code on the container of a 
purchased product whereby the code contains information (for example ID number) on 
the purchase order of the product. Therefore, it would have been an obvious design 
choice at the time of the invention to have a code containing purchase order information 
on the container in order to acquire information without opening the container. 

Re claims 66 and 76, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to receive specific details regarding the purchase order 
information in order to keep accurate records and to ensure that the components are 
correct for the asset. 

Re claims 69 and 78-79: it is an obvious design choice as to where the asset is 
deployed. 

Re claim 70: It is well known in the art to place the asset ID on the deployed 
asset in order to be able to locate/identify the asset at a future date. " 

Re claim 72 and 78: This limitation is well known in the art, specifically when the 
asset is a computer. 
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Re claim 83: Updating assets (for example automatically updating software) 
through a network is well known in the art of computers and software. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to all pending claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to F. Ryan Zeender whose telephone number is 571) 272- 
6790. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bob Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6788. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 



F. Zeender 

Primary Examiner, A.U. 3627 
May 5, 2005 




